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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 09 September 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)[3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) E3 Claim(s) 1-43 is/are pending in the application. 
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Application Papers 
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1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

Claims 1-32 withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b) 
as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or linking 
claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 1 1/2/2007. 

1 . Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 37-38 and 40-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claims 37-38 recites the limitation "ultraviolet crosslinkable polymer" in line 1 . 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5. Claims 40-43 recites the limitation "at least one hydrophilic polymer" in line 1 . 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

8. Claims 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Buscemi et al. (US 5693034) in view of Ichimura (US 4272620). 

Buscemi et al. dislcoes a lubricous polymer network used as a coating for a 
medical device which exhibits great lubricity when wet (see abstract). The polymer 
network comprises a vinyl polymer and an uncrosslinked hydrogel retained within the 
vinyl polymer (see col. 1, lines 51-59). The network is formed into a coating by applying 
a mixture of an uncrosslinked hydrogel, a vinyl prepolylmer, and a free radical initiator in 
a solvent to activate (see col. 2, lines 22-30). The film is crosslinked by using the free 
radical initiors and the coating is exposed to heat or UV light for a short period to cure 
the coating (see col. 3, lines 33-40). Buscemi et al. teaches that the advantage to using 
the vinyl polymer is its ability to adhere to a substrate (see col. 3, line 44-50). 

Buscemi et al. fails to teach that the crosslinkable polymer is an oxygen 
insensitive non cationic mechanism as required by claim 33. However, it was well 
known to use such polymers when dealing with hydrophilic polymers as taught by 
Icimura. Ichimura teaches a hydrophilic resin comprising polyvinyl alcohol polymeric 
backbone containing styrylpyridinium groups. The resin is highly sensitive and without 
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the use of any sensitizer which is economically desirable because it only need a very 
small content of photosensitive group (see col. 6, 1 ines 50-60). 

The composition is applied out of solvent (see Icimura) as required by claim 34. 
The methods of claim 35 are well known ways of applying a polymer solution to a 
device and would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cachet I. Sellman whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0691. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:00 - 
4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Timothy Meeks can be reached on 571-272-1423. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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